Comparison of Apples with their Parts: Rethinking a Metaanalysis on the Association between Cooking and Uveal Melanoma Risk
pooled OR for the association between cooking and uveal melanoma risk were higher than the original once reported by Ge et al. (2012) This is not correct. However, data from Monarrez-Espino et al. (2002) and Stang et al. (2003) used in part the same population. Therefore it was correct to exclude the study from Monarrez-Espino et al. (2002) . Third, Ge et al. (2012) concluded that "more welldesigned observational studies with large sample size or prospective cohort studies are needed". To the best of our knowledge, the case-control studies included in the meta-analysis by Ge et al. (2012) were well-designed. Furthermore, a prospective cohort study appears to be statistically inefficient. For example, a prospective population-based cohort study of people aged 40-79 years in Germany that included 200.000 people would provide an expected number of 28 newly diagnosed uveal melanoma events during a 10 year follow-up. For this calculation, we used current incidence estimates (2006) (2007) (2008) (2009) (2010) of the cancer registry in Northrhine-Westphalia (Epidemiologisches Krebsregister NRW, 2013), Germany and assumed that no cohort members died due to competing outcomes.
Our concerns emphasize that obviously all three stages of peer-review are important for quality control: pre-peer review (authors), peer-review (journal), and post publication peer-review (readers) (Stang et al., 2008) .
